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PropucT: 118 cartons, each containing 10 ampuls, of phenolsulfonphthalein at
St. Louis, Mo. '

LaBer, 1N ParT: “Sterile 1 cc Phenolsulfonphthalein 6 mgms (1/10 gr.) Intra-
ven.-Intramuse.” '

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the article purported to be
and was represented as “Phenolsulfonphthalein Injection,” a drug the name of
which is recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, an official compen-
dium, but its quality and purity fell below the official standard since numerous
undissolved particles could be detected readily in the article without magni-
fication when the solution was examined as is prescribed in the standard.

DisposiTioN: April 30, 1943. No claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1821. Adulteration of hypodermic tablets of epinephrine. TU. S. v. 12,000 Car-
- tons of Hypodermic Tablets. Default decree of destruction, (F. D, C.
No. 17164. Sample No. 13092-H.)

'Liser, FILeD ; August 22, 1945, Southern District of Ohio.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about July 13, 1945, by the G. F'. Harvey Co., Saratoga
Springs, N. Y. ’

ProbpucT: 12,000 cartons of hypodermic tablets at Columbus, Ohio.

LABEL, IN PART: (Cartons) “5 Tubes of 20 Hypodermic Tablets Epinephriné
Soluble 3/200 Grains (1.0 mg.).”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (c), the strength of the.article
differed from that which it was represented to possess, i. e., “Hypodermic Tab-
lets Epinephrine Soluble 3/200 Grains (1.0 mg.),” since it had a potency equiva-
lent to not more than 3/400 grain (14 milligram) per tablet, or not more than
one-half of the potency declared on the label.

DisposiTioN: September 27, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment was
entered ordering that the product be destroyed.

1822. Adulteration of blue cohosh. U. S. v. 1 Drum of Blue Cohosh. Default
decree of destruction. (F. D. C. No. 16859. Sample No. 13085-H.) .

LieerL Fitep: July 17, 1945, Southern District of Ohio.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about June 26, 1944, by the Abbott Laboratories,
from North Chicago, 111 :

Propucr: 1 drum containing approximately 150 pounds of blue cohosh, at
Columbus, Ohio.
Examination showed that the product yielded approximately 18 percent of
acid-insoluble ash. '

NATURE oF CHARGE: -Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the article purported to be
and was represented as a drug the name of which is recognized in the National
Formulary, an official compendium, but its quality and purity fell below the
official standard since it yielded more than 4 percent of acid-insoluble ash,
the maximum permitted by the Formulary.

DispositioN: September 18, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment
was entered ordering that the product be destroyed. -

1823. Adulteration and misbranding of bandages. U. S. v. 20,880 Cartons of
Bandages. Consent decree of condemnation. Produect ordered released
under bond. (F, D. C. No. 16975. Sample No. 29090-H.)

LiseL FiLEp: August 4, 1945, Northern District of California.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about May 24, 1945, from Bridgeport, Conn., by
Parke, Davis and Co. L

Propucr: 20,880 cartons of bandages at San Francisco, Calif.

LABEL, 1N PArr: (Cartons) “l10 One-Unit Size Packages 16 Per Package
* ¥ * 1"x3%' Bandages, Gauze, Adhesive Field Brown Sterilized Dyed
Dressings.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the article purported to be
“Adhesive Absorbent Gauze [or “Adhesive Absorbent Compress”’],” a drug the
name of which is recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, an official
compendium, but its quality and purity fell below the official standard since it
was not sterile but was coltaminated with living micro-organisms.
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- Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label statement “Sterilized” was false'and
mlsleading

DisposiTION : October 30, 1945 Parke, Dav1s and Co., Detroit, Mich., claimant,
having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnatmn was en-
- tered and the product was ordered released under bond to be reprocessed, or
disposed of otherwise, under the supervision of the Federal Security Agency.

1824. Adulteration and misbhranding of prophylactics. U. S. v. 1 Case of- Pro-
phylactics. Default decree of condemnation and destruction. . (F. D . C.
No. 16744. Sample Nos. 13738—H, 13740-H.).

LIBEL F1ELD : June 27, 1945, Northern District of Ohio.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about May 10, 1945, by the Aéme Overseas Express,
from Miami, Fla.

PropUCT : 1 case containing 60 gross of prophylactws, at Akron, Ohio. Examina-
tion of samples disclosed that 72.2 percent were defectlve in that they con-
tained holes.

LABEL, IN PART: “L. E. 8. Liquid Latex Genuine.”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (c¢), the quality of the article
fell below that which it purported and was represented to possess.
Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label statements, “Sold for the Preven-
tion of Disease Only * * * Prophylactic * * * QGuaranteed Five
Years,” were false and misleading when applied to an article containing holes.

DisrosITIoN : July 27, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment of condem-
nation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1825. Adulteration and misbranding of prophylactics. U. 8. v. 4115 Gross and
5814 Gross of Prophylactics. Default decree of destruction, (F. D. C.
No. 17160. Sample Nos. 19075-H, 19076-H.)

LiseL FILED: August 23, 1945, Distriet of Minnesota.

ArIEceEp SHIPMENT: On or about May 1, 1945, by M. H J acobs from Chlcago,
1.

PRODUCT 4114 gross and 5814 gross of rubber prophylactics at aneapohs,
Minn. Examination of samples disclosed that the product was defective in
that it contained holes.

LABEL, IN PABRT: *“Apris Prophylactics,” or “Xcellos Prophylactics.” -

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (¢), the quality of the article
fell below that which it purported and was represented to possess.

Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label statement “Prophylactics” was
false and misleading as applied to an article containing holes.

DisrosiTION : August 23, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment was
entered ordering that the product be destroyed.

1826. Adulteration and misbranding of prophylactics. U. S. v, 1314 Gross of
Prophylactics. Default decree of forfeiture and destruction. (F. D.
No. 17229. Sample No. 13987-H.)

LiserL FiLEp: August 31, 1945, Southern District of Indiana.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about July 18, 1945, by the Perfection Rubber Co.,
from Akron, Ohio.

Propuct: . 183% gross of prophylactics at Evansville, Ind. Examination of
samples disclosed that 13.9 percent were defective in that they contained holes.

LaBEr, IN ParT: “Perfection Gold Band Supreme Quality Prophylactics.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (¢), the quality of the article

- fell below that which it purported and was represented to possess.

Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label statements, “Perfection” and “Per-

fection * * * Supreme Quality Prophylactics,” were false and misleading
as applied to an article containing holes.

'DISPOSITION October 9, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment of for-
feiture was enterad and the product was ordered destroyed.



